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0 Dear Mr. Gordon: 
rsi 

In response to the allegations raised in the complaint dated March 23.2011 (MUR 6463), and on 
behalf of Jack J. Ariiaramian ("Jack") (in his personal capacity, in his capacity as President ofthe 
Antaramian Development Corporation of Naples, and In his capacity as Trustee of the Antaramian 
Family Tnjst). Mona Antaramian ("Mona") (Jack's wife). David Antaramian ("David") (Jack and 
Mona's son), and Yasmeen Wilson CYasmeen') (Jack's sister-in-law), (ooliecUveiy "the 
Respondents") we respectfully submit the following response and supporting documentation, and 
request that the Commission dismiss this complaint 

The allegations made in the complaint are baseless, and in most cases based on nothing more than 
conjecture. In addition, the oomplaint is factually Incorrect in most cases. Under no circumstances 
did Jack, Mona or any of the Respondents knowingly or willfully violate the Federal Election 
Commission Act, or any other law. Any potential violations of fsderal campaign finance laws were 
unintentional or accidental, and attompts have been marie to reotify any potential violations that have 
been uncovered as a result of this complaint. See attached decieration from Jack - Exhibit 1. 

Jack is a real estate devetoper and has. on a number of occasions, partnered with Iraj J. Zand and 
Raymond Sehayek (the "complainants") to Invest in real estate. As a result of a failed investment, 
the complainants have filed multiple law suits against Jack and the Antaramian Development 
Coiporation of Naples. This, sadly, is just another attempt by the complainants to disparage Jack's 
name and reputation, cost him money in legal fees, and generally make his life difficult We 
sincerely regret the federal Election Commission being dragged into this felled business 
relationship. 

1. Aileoed In-Kind Contributions andiCoroorata Contributtons 

In 2009, Jack and Mona each independently provided cash contributions of $30,400 to the 
DemoOratic National Committee ("DNC"). As a result, both Jack and Mona reached their annual 
contribution limit to the DNC for the year. As active suppoitera of the Democratic Party, in mid-2009 

HooinLoMtaUSLI^iaaMMIablRyparlnarriiipragliltndinttaDii^ Hogn LBvvllt ralta to t « MtamriiaMl tagd pfMHn eoinpriib̂  
USU^.HognLovaBilnlMniltonalUP.HoainljawlsWtortd^ AbuDhabi Aicinl* MMaitfam 
BMmora BoVng B«fin Bnintlt Camen CctaradoSpringa OanMar OtM Ouiialdoff FranMM Hamburg Hanoi HoCNMbihClly HenaKang Houalon 
London LoaAngalaa Madrid Miami Milan Moaoow Munich NawYoik Northam VUgbila Paria PNMolphla Pragua Rqiin San Frandsoo Shanghai Stan 
VaBey Shgapora Tokyo Uiaanbaaiar Wvaaw WbihlnalonDC AaMdatadoffleasiBudapast Jaddah iliyadh Zagrab 

WOO • 035203090004 - 3339835 vl 



Federal Election Commission - 2 - May 6,2011 

Jack and Mona also agreed to volunteer their time to assist the OFA/DNC in locating and setting up 
an office in Tampa, Fiorkla. Jock and Mono woriced closely with Francises Fryer of tiio DNC and 
Ashley Walker ofthe OFA in this entfbavor. As is made clear through the exclnnge of emails 
behiveeo Mona and Jack and the OFA/DNC staff, the parties wanted to make absolulely: sure that 
this assistance dkl not result in illegal contributiDae to the DNC. At no point during this time did Jack 
and Mona intend to make contributions to OFA/DNC above the cash contributions ttiey had made 
eariier in the year. They certainly, in no way, knowingly or willfiilly violated federal electton laws as is 
alleged in the oomplaint. This allegation Is baseless and completely wittiout merit. 

The complaint alleges that Jack and Mona provided in-kind contributions to Organizing for America 
("OFA")̂  through firee office space, office fumihjre, costs associated witii opening tiie office, and 
utilities. With reganl to the office space, due to tho economic recession many oflBcc buildings in 

^ Florida went unoccspled which tended to olgrrifieanUy reduce property value. Jack, as a neal estate 
1̂  developer, was concerned ebout his prsoertios losing valae because of the difficulties in finding 
*^ tenants. Whan Jack teamed tiiat tbe OFA was looking for an office space in ttie Naples area, he 
^ offered them tenancy at a commercial development called Pettit Square, which was owned by 
^ Anteramian/Pettit Square Partnera. LLC, a company In which Jack maintained an ownership stoke. 
Ml 
^ After OFA expressed interest in occupying the office space at Pettit Square, Jack and Mona 
2. Infomied OFA ttiat they had already reached tiieir contribution limit to DNC and would only agree to 
^ supply the office space if it could be done without exceeding tiie contaibution limits, in a May 12, 
^ 2009 email from Liza McClenaghan, ttie Co-Fadlitotor of OFA, to Mona and Jack, the OFA 

recognized Jack's and Mona's concem aboot tiie contributton llmite end agreed that there woufd 
have lo be a lease at the iieual aed normet rate to root the office space. See Exhibit N of Uie 
complaint, at p. 3, and attechad to this response as Exhibit 2. 

OFA wanted to move into the office space storting in July 2009. In order to heve tiie office ready for 
a July move-in, Pettit Square needed a completed lease as soon as possible. Jack, in order to 
expedite ttie process, executed a four year lease î etween Antoramlan/Pettit Square Partnera, LLC, 
and the Antoramian Development Corporation of Naples ("ADCN"). Based on telephone 
converaatione wlUi tiie OFA and/or DNC, Jack understood that ttie OFA/DNC wouki be subsumed 
under the tenns of ttie lease eHher ttitough a subleose or ttirough modification df tiie original lease to 
be made Uie original tenant Before signing ihe leeoe, Jack received advlee frohfi eouosei tiiat tiie 
lease should be in the name pf ADCN aad not hiiin peraonally. 

The tenns of the four yoar laese indoded six moeths free rent and monthly rent at $3,639.58 
thereafter. These terms were the commeroiaily prevailing rate for the office space at the time. Due 
to the economic recession, Antoramlan/Pettit Square Partnera and otiier similar property ownere 
regularly offered discounted rent, and even free rent, in an effort to entice tenante to sign long-term 
leases in tiieir buildings. See Exhibit 3.' In addition, a rentol rate of $3,639.58 per month for 1,747 
square feet of oflice space in Naples was the prevailing rdte at the time. See Exhitalt 4.' 

^ OFA is affiliated witii the DNC; however. Jack and Mona lack sufficient knowledge and infomiation 
about the relationship and organizational stmcture between OFA and ttie DNC. For the purpose of ttils 
letter, it is assumed ttiat OFA and ttie DNC are the same. 

^ In an e-mail (dated July 20.2009) from Frank Delgado, with the Summit Management Group of Florida 
(a leading property management firni In ttie area) Frank states: "There is a lot of space being offered at 
12-15sqft 'ALL IN' just off ttiird (location of Pettit Square). wItti deals to be had on fifont side free rent 
periods...sto." Offering free rent at the beginning ef a leaser or ottier significant enticements, was 
common at Hie time le lure tenants to vacant Space. 
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OFA moved into the Pettit Square office on or around July 23,2009. Although the lease was not 
modified and no sublease was enacted. Jack underatood ttiot an agreement was made with OFA 
and ttiat OFA was assuming all the obligations under tiie leeae.̂  Afler ihe six montti free rent period 
expired. OFA was supposed to start paying rent on January 1,2010. Because OFA felled tq pay 
rent. It was forced to leave around March 3,2010.. 

Antaramian/Pettit Square Partnera subsequently brought suit against the DNC to recover the rent. 
The DNC agreed to pay for the full eight montiis that It occupied toe Pettit Square office, at toe 
montoly rental rate prescribed In toe lease. The DNC pato Pettit Square Partnera $29,116.64. Pettit 
Square Partnera recognized toat $29,110.64 satisfied OFA's rental obligations and dismissed ttie 
lawsuit agalndt the DNC. See Exhibit L of toe oomplaint, and attached to tols response as Exhibit 5. 

^ Jack had no involvement in tola settiement decision; rattier, fliie complainants decided toet 
$29,116.64 was toe appropriate amourtt for OFA'e rental of the Pettit Square office. 

OFA's rental of the Pettit Square office was not a centobution of any kind. The temis of toe rentel 
^ egreement were the usual and nomnal charge for such an offlce in toe Naples area at toat time. In 
^ addition, the DNC ultimately paid $29,116.64 in rent, lyhlch satisfied tts rental obligation to 
^ Antaramian/Pettit Square Partoera. Because the DNC peld toe usual and nonnal rental rate for toe 
Q use of tols office space, toere is no contobution. 
rsi Wlto regard to the furniture mentiondd in toe complaint. Jack and Mona assisted OFA in locatirig 

some random pieces of fomitore for the ofBoe. Aoeordlng to a June 18,2009 e-mail sent by Mona, 
toe pieces of fUmitore consist of sofes, tables, lamps, storage drawere, and a desk. These pieces of 
furniture were dcaoerded by previous tonante and loft In unoccupied offices toat In some oases were 
partially owned by Jack's real estate intereste. The fumtture was in very poor condition and had no 
discemable maricet value in Iteelf. In feet, after OFA left the office space, toe Petttt Square property 
managera torew out toese pieces of fumltore from toe office space, as toey were considered 
garbage. 

At no point did Jack or Mona consider toese pieces of fumltore a conto'bution to toe DNC. Indeed, 11 
was unsieer who ectoeliy owned toe fumltore. The fomitore was discarded by prior tena.nte of 
various properties and left in toe various vacant offtoes for toe property menagera and/or toe 

' Rent roll fer "The Pettit Squere Building" dated 8/31/2009. This cleariy demonBtretsa toe trend in rental 
rates In toe area. In 2004, Truly Nolan of Ameriee negotiated rent in Pettit Square of $46.97/sqft. In 
2006, Katoryn's Collection agreed to pay $26.26/sqft. The lease at Issue in tols complaint took effect on 
7/01/2009, after the economic depression was well under way, and was for $25.0Q/sqfL Note - tols rent 
roll also shows toe vacancy rate in Pettit Square. Prior to the OFA occupancy, the OFA's office spece 
had been vacant for a slgolficant period of time. 

* The complaint attaches an email from Steven Hemping claiming toat Jack had donated toe office space. 
See Exhibit K of the comptoint Hemping Is e member of toe state poiitioal party, which is different from 
toe DNC and OFA. He sought to use OFA's office space for his state political party, but tols arrangement 
never occurred. Hemping was not privy to any discussion that Jack had wlto OFA and did not know what 
agreement Jack reached wito OFA. His statements do not reflect upon Jack. In additton, ttie 
complainants make fer too much out of a reference toat Jack's son. David Antaramian, could possibly 
donate the office spsoe In an October 5,2009 email. During Jack's conversation wito the OFA/DNC. 
someone had inquiied whether David could donate toe office space instead ef OFA renting toe space at 
feir market value. This Idee wds raedily rejected. By Ocloher. OFA had already been operating under 
toe lease for toree montos. The DNC wanted te revisit this issue, but ii was again rejected. 
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landlords to handle. As such, toe fumitora was not toe personal property of Jack or Mona, or any of 
toe Respondente, and any petential in-kind contobutien of the fomlture to the DNC wouki not count 
toward Jack's or Mona's indhndual contribution litoite. As far as we can tell, the fiimiture was 
obtained from vacant offloe spaee owned by toe fellowing companies: Kraft Offlce Center, LLC, A&N 
of Memo, Inc., and Antaramian/Pettit Square Partnera, LLC. These companies were not named as 
respondente in toe complaint 

If It is detemnined that toe rental use of toese pieces of fomitore by OFA were an in-kind contobution 
by toe above named companies, it remains unclear what, ff any, value toese pieces of fumltore had. 
There Is no maricet value for toe rental of lll-condltibned, discarded fornltore. It has been detemnined 
toat the monthly rental value of toe same items of fumltore, in new condition, by a rentel company in 
tiie Naples area is approximately $160/month. The fbmitore was used by OFA for approximately 

^ eight montos for a total rental value of $1.190i00. ff It Is detonolnad toat toe use of tho furniture was 
^ an in-kind contobution lo toe DNC. we are prepared to request the DNC to reimburse toe various 
^ corporations toat owned toe veoant offices where toe fomlture wes originally found. 
r>i 

Regarding the. other items listed in toe complaint. Jack and Mona have leamed for toe firat time 
^ torough toeir attomeys In preparing tols response to toe complaint toat toey may have inadvertentty 
^ made in-kind contobutions to toe DNC made wito respect to some minimal office set-up expenses 
CP and the utilities for the OFA office. Jack and Mona deeply regret tols and have token Immediate 
r\i measures to rectify It 
rH 

Jack assisted OFA in locating a copier for tts temporary use. The copier was owned by DeLage (a 
copy roaoblne rentet^sales company) and teased to a property called Renaissance Village' until 
September 7,2009. Because tt was not being used, Jack had tt moved to toe OFA office. The 
copier was retomed to ite owner, DeLage, upon toe expiration of toe lease. See Exhibtt 6. The OFA 
tous used the copier for approximately seven weeks from July 23,2009 to September 7,2009. As a 
result, toe use of toe copier may l>e considered an in-kind contobution in toe amount of 
approximately $500.00 by a corporation in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441b. 

Jaok was unaware and did not intend for tt<ie use of tols copier to be a contribution to OFA. 
However, upon leaming toat tob copier may be conskJered an in-kind conto'bation by a corporate 
entoy, throogh toe attached May 6.2011 letter (See Exhtott 7), we have requested toat toe DNC 
reimburae Brompton Road Partnera, LLC in the amount of $500.00. 

Reganiing toe moving expenses, professional movere were hired to collect the pieces of fomitore 
and toe copier and deliver toem to OFA's office. The total cost of tote sen/ice to toe OFA was 
$487.50. OFA should have paid tols cost in addition, an electodan was hired to install new 
eiectocai outtete in toe office to enable toe use of toe copier end computera. The total cost of tols 
service was $511.06 

Based on e July 22,2009 emoil by Bdb Frazitta, toe ControHer of ADCN, tt appeara toat Jaok paid 
these Invoices from his peraonal ftinds since toe vondora hed been wetting for quite acme time and 
OFA had yet to move into toe offlce. See Exhibtt 0 of toe complaint, at p. 22. and attached to tois 
response as Exhibtt 8. Jack's Intention was oniy to pay toese invoices because toey were 
outstonding and because toe vendora were used frequentiy by Jack and his companies. Jack did 
not realize toat by paying these invoices he may be making an in-kind contobution te toe DNC. 
Upon leaming toat tols payment may be considered en In-kind contribution to toe DNC, torough toe 

' Renaissance Village is owned by Brompton Road Partners. LLC. The Antaramian Family, LLC is a 1/3 
owner of Brompton Road Partnera. LLC. 
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attached May 6,2011 letter (See Exhibtt 7), we have requested the DNC to reimburse him for toe 
cost of toese services in toe amount of $998.50. 

Wito regard to toe utiltties. we have discovered that some of OFA's utilities and sen/lce bills were 
inadvartentiy paid by otoera. Beceuse ADCN uniotontionally remained on the tease. The CItent 
Sen/er sent ADCN a bill for $135.00 for woric perfomned on toe computer systems at toe OFA office. 
Bob Frazttta paid this invoice on behaff of ADCN as a matter of course. Bob did not realize and did 
not intend for this payment to be an In-kind contobution by toe corporation to OFA. It was simply an 
aoooonting error. Upon teaming toat tois payment may be conskiered an in-kind contobution, 
through toe attached May 6,2011 letter (See Exhibtt 7), we have requested toat toe DNC reimburse 
ADCN $135.00 for toe cost of tois service. 

LO Finally, toe electric bill (Florida Power end Light) and toe intemet/jshone bill (Comcast) were placed 
^ In Mona's name. Altoough these bills were paid by Mona. she did not realize toat doing so may be 

consklared an In-kind contobution to toe DNC. In a July 27,2009 email, Jack infomned toe building 
management group toat such bills are to be paki by "the subs," /.e., OFA. See Exhibtt O of toe 
complaint, at p. 2. and attached to tois response as Exhibtt 9. The building management even 
discussed the bills with OFA. Jack understood that toe building management was to ask OFA to pay 

^ all such bills. Nonetoeless. because toese utilities were paid by Mona and she was not reimburaed 
Q by OFA. and toey may be considered an In-kind contobution, in toe attached May 6,2011 letter (See 
^ Exhibit 7), we have requested toat toe DNC reimburae Mona for toe coste of toese expenses in the 
rH amount of $888.16. 

2. Alleged Contobutions of Possiblv Laundered Monev from toe Antaramian Familv Tmst and/or 
Overeeas Bank and/or Otoer Aocounte 

The complaint forther alleges toat Jack laundered money from foreign sources to make political 
contobutions. Specifically, tt alleges toat Jack received a $1 million payment from overaeas 
investora (the comptelnante) in 4 Instaltmente to toe Antaramian Family Tmst, and toat Jack used 
these fonds to make polttical contributions. This allegation is basetess, fectoally inconrect, and 
furthomnore alleges no spectflo violetion of federal campaign finance laws. 

Jack (a US citizen) has many seucces of income, largely from real estate davelopmente. He bes 
coesistentiy made hie politicai contobutions from his pereonel checking account or using his 
peraonal cradtt card. In 2010, Jack and Mona made contotxjtiona to toe DNC on toeIr peraonal 
American Express cards. 

The complaint is also fectoally inconect in Ms allegation toat the $1 million payment was made to toe 
Antaramian Family Tmst The investment fee was made in four instellmente in 2001,2003, and 
2004 to two separate acoounte: (1) a personal bank account owned and used by Jade and Mbna; 
and (2) an account owned by Classloo Design Lto. (a London-based property management and 
design fimn - toese funds were subsequentiy used to renovate and manage a London apartment 
owned by Jack and Mona). 

Although It is uncleer, too complaint seems to eltege toat toe $1 million payment, which toe 
complalnante paid to Jack, raises a concem about foreign contotMJtions to Influence an election to 
political offlce. As the Commission is aware, foreign nationate are prohibtted from making 
contobutions, directiy or through any other peraon, in connection wito an etection to any political 
office, tt is also unlawfol for any peraon to solidt. accept, or receive any such oonto'tHJtion from a 
foreign national. 2 U.S.C. § 441e; 11 C.F.R § 110.20(b). in addition, "[a] foreign national shall not 
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direct, dictate, control, or directiy or indirectly participate in the decision-making process of any 
peraon... wito regerd to such peraon's Federal or nen-Federal electien-related actlvtties. such aa 
decisions conceming the mekiog of eontobutions " 11 C.F.R. § 110.20(i). 

As such, tt appeara that § 441 e is violated ff a foreign national (1) has any decision-making role 
conceming contributions or (2) has any control over toe money toat Is being contobuted. This is 
cleariy not toe case in toe matter at hand, in feet, toe complalnante express concem toat toeir 
payment might have been used to make political contobutions, suggesting toat toey would have 
disagreed vi^ toe contributions had they been consuKed. Certainly they did not have any dedsion-
maklng role conceming Jack's poHtical contobutions, nor did toey have any contirol over toe money 
toat was donated to polttical candidates or toe DNC. Indeed, tois is predseiy why toe complalnante 
filed suit In toe case referenced In the compialnf. namely Zend et af. v. Jack J. Antaiamian et al., 

^ Case No. 10-6683-CA (Ra. 20"* Cir. Ct. fited Nov. 24,2010). The $1 million paymont was a 
• legitimato busibess poyment le join in partnership wtth Jeck for the purpeso of investing in Florida 

real estate. The money became Jack's own personal income/earnings. Tbe complalnante had no 
^ contral over the $1 million payment, have questioned Jack's performence of his obligstion to toem, 
1̂  and have filed sutt to redaim toe fonds. 

Kj The money Jack used to make polKical contributions was Jack's, and Jack's alone, tt was money he 
Q earned from his business dealings, and over which he malntelned complete control. All contobutions 
rj provided by Jack were of his own dedsion-making and not Influenced by anyone, certainly not toe 
fH complalnante. See attached dedaration from Jack-Exhibtt 1. 

3. Alleged Contobutions kittle Name of Anotoer 

Finally, the complaint alleges that Jack made contobutions to toe DNC and individual candidates in 
the name of Yasmeen end David. As with previous allegations, tois allegation is basetoss and 
completely wtthout merit This allegation is based on pure speculation and toe complaint makes no 
attempt to substentiate tois dalm. 

Jack dkJ not direct Yasmeen or David to make polttical oootribations, nor did he reimburse toem for 
any polltieot contobutiens toey provided. SDO ettached deolarefion frem Jaek - Exhibtt 1. 

As toe Committee is aware, contobutions made in toe name of another are illegal under 2 U.S.C. § 
441f. See Unhed States v. O'Donnell, 608 Fi3d 646.549 (9to Cir. 2010); United States v. Boender, 
691 F. Supp. 2d 833,838-42 (N.D. 111. 2010). In Ks dedsion, ttie Ninto GIrcutt recognized toat toe 
main question In a § 441f case is detemnining "who" actoally made toe donation. See O'Donnell, 
608 F.3d at 550. In tols case, the court found toat toe Intennedlaries only had a ministerial role and 
toat O'Donnell gave toe money for toe common puqaose of advandng toe campaign. Id. The court 
stated toat toe peraon "giving" toe donation is toe peraon "providing from one's own resources." Id. 
at 550. In anotoer case, toe Eastem DIstoct of Michigan noted ttiat § 441f requires "active 
InvolvemenT eo toe part of the toie contaibutor. See United States v. Fieger, 2007 WL 4181312, M 
(E.D. Mich. 2007) (unpublished). Based on toese and sinlHar cases, the determinetive fedora in 
dedding who donated appear to be who exerdsed direction and control over the money contobuted 
and the choice of toe recipient 

As to Yasmeen, the complaint alleges toat Yasmeen's contributions are excesshre given her Income, 
and toerefore her contobutions must have been made by Jack in her name. Yasmeen does in feet 
woric for ADCN (desptte the complalnante' allegation to toe contrary) and receives e regular pay 
check In addition to commission checks. In addition, Yasmeen does reoehre finandal gifts from Jack 
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and Mona on a feirty regular basis to supplement her Income and help maintain her tttestyle. Upon 
receiving toese financial gttte, she has complete control over toe fonds and makes her own decisions 
as to how the money ie spent. She has very minlmai expenses. Thus, contobutiens of toe size 
reported are net inconsistent with her spending and finandal situatioo. 

She has never been directed by Jack, or anyone else, to make spedfic polttical contributions, nor 
has she been reimburaed by Jack, or anyone else, for any polttical contobutions she has made. 
Regardless of toe source of her Income, Yasmeen used her own resources to make such 
contributions, and she makes her own dedsions as to whom toe contobutions should be gh^n. 

The oompleirtt furtoer alleges toat as a stodent David would not have sufficient resources to make a 
maximum contobution to the DNC ($30,400). The Antaramian femily is a femily wtth substantial 
means. Moreover, David is a benefioiary of toe Antaramten Famtty Trust He has tiie ability te 

^ request funds fram toe trust fbr lite pereonel use. and does so on a regular basis, ff toe trustees 
approve of toe request, toe fonds are distobuted to I>evld and he spends toe money in the manner of 
his choosing. A contobution of tois size Is not inconsistent wito David's spending or financial 
sitoation. David's conto'bution was of iiis cnwn volition and made wito his own resources. David was 

^' not directed to make the contobution to toe DNC by Jack, nor was he reimbursed by Jack for doing 
^ so. 
0 

rH As is explained above, this complaint is largely speculatĥ e, inaccurate, and misleading. Jack and 
Mona in no way intended to violate federal campaign finance law, or any otoer laws. Any 
Inappropriate contobutions were Inadvertent And, where toose inappropriate contobutions have 
been discovered, every attempt haa been made to rectify toe probtem, indudiag requesting 
reimburaement from toe DNC. As such, we request toat toe Commission dismiss tols matter. 

Respectfully submitted. 

•H 
rsi 
ffl 

C. Michael Gilliland 

Partoer 
mike.gilliland@hoganlovells.com 
D 202.637.5619 

Endosures 
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IN THE dRCUrr COURT OF THE 
TWENTDETH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

IN AND FOR COLLIER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
CIVILDIVISION 

ANTARAMIAN^ETnT SQUARE PARTNERS, 
LLC, a Florida limited liability company 

flCOPY 
Plaintifi; CASE NO. 010-1759CA 

vs. 

<̂  ANTARAMIAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, a 
^ dissolved Florida coiporation, a/k/a/ ANTARAMIAN 

DEVELOPMENT CORP.. a dissolved 
rsi. Florida coiporation, JACK ANTARAMIAN 
m a/k/a JACK J. ANTARAMLVN. ROBERT W. o 
' I : WEINSTEIN, CHARLES J.THOMAS, a> ^ P 
5[ ROBERT FRAZTTTA a/kya/ROBERT M FRAZTTTA, .•< P sc 
% ANTARAMIAN DEVELOPMENT CCHRPORATION 5 S ^ 
rH OF NAPLES, a Florida corporation, 1 <= c3 S r ^ 

fiOc/aAOTARAMIAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION i ^ _ ^ f V 
r<0 OF NAPLES, INC., a Florida coiporation, ORGANIZING 

FOR AMERICA, FLORIDA, A PROJECT OF THE L, 3 V o 
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMTTTEE o g; 
a^a ORGANIZING FOR AMERICA, A PROJECT > 
OF THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMTTTEE 
AND UNKNOWN OCCUPANT(S), 

Defendante. 

NOTICE OF VOLUNTARY DROPPING WITH PREJUDICE OF THE 
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE 

Pursaant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, Rules 1.2S0(b) and 1.420(a)(1)(A), 

Plaintiff ANTARAMIAN/PETTTr SQUARE PARTNERS, LLC, a Florida limited liability 

company, hereby gives notice to the Court that Defendant, ORGANIZENQ FOR AMERICA, 

FLORIDA, A PROJECT OF THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMTTTEE a/lc/a 
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QRiGANIZING FDR AMERICA, A FKOIECT OF THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL 

OOMMii'i tsis, (die "DNCO is benby dn̂ iped fiom die above oqitioiied matter vib pr̂ udice, 

Dated: ll D«ted: //j/SjdLQiO 

rsi 
ro 

O 

ROETZEL & ANDRESS 
A Legal Profisssional Association 

Stqihcn E. Tboiiq[)son, Esquhe 
Florida Bar No. 442460 
Douglas A Lewis, Esquire 
Florida Bar No. 177260 
850 Paxk Shne Drive, 3"* Floor 
Naples, Florida 34103 
Telephone: (239)649-2700 
Facsimile: (239)261-3659 

Counsel to Plaixiliff 

LAW OFFICES OF HEATHER 
S.CASE»P.A 

He«tfaicTS.Case 
Florida Bar No. 0015079 
18403 Royal Hammock Blvd. 
Naples, FL 34114 
Telq>h0De: (239) 304-9408 
Facsinule: (800) 772-2808 

Counsel to toe DNC 
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